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Bear Jim, 

It 0 i fS 3 S;; h r !M,1S i V® to you Jro.pt. Wto On. r«s« is tb.t 

„• r“ f “° st T of effort to pirn tie sap for s „rt-»ssioM 

“•5 «-r *4 **> ,'»ssr. TO , 

“• eh * Ve eoffi ^ained beiore with Steads without anything coming of it. 

I presume you have appealed but I'd not seen this earlier. 

Their purpose in sending the two letters was to pretend to have a rase -md fa, 
Ette» eSS 4 ’ thSt SU?preS3i0a ±S beCauae demanded it. I did see these 

ft 5 *? th ll fi t0 " Th ® Zweaar family representative has «pln expressed 

- » -*-sr^sr 

r r ^ sr -ts-ssrs^ ks j: s 

eL^l,^ of t^ eay r f r il - re?rSSentatiV9 " ^ the attomey/wSeStive afthe 

asreemeS, thlf n22 ?^d?! 7 ParPM * 8 ’ fr0E ^ ^llection of the letter 

the tT i Sd ,: f ri8S 0f dirty trick on Ee sith this and that finally 

* v “I " eav ’ e ' i ' nej - r °°py and Rhoads intercepted it and refused to let 

iv * 5feranount intere9t w as Secret Service. I ashed them for their copy. 

* Obviously fershall and Hhoads have ho interest in the privacy rights of arv 

-ewer .nan tnree others at least tSo of whom are openly aati-Sennedv and at -| CDO+ 

SL°L W h 0B! 5133 teen the aa33t i^ational anti-£ennedy remarks about i t ’every 

ne has an open sake. % last knowledge is in &2C-TV, network. 

.... -^ eV8r * thQse or otfcer us**, in ay interpretation of Me^an M»-n 
consist trfce a idsq.tbt ot any exemption® 5 

this tin nff 1 * 5 ® lette L agreeffi8nt » it also does not cover (and could not) 

does ^ o of ^ ransf6r « °s if that agreement has relevance to other matters, it 
does not to the memo of transfer. * x 

it at least /f ve othera ***> ^ve seen and referred to this memo, When 

ttfttltS t0 refsrsnces *° it. there have teen these 

SSln nf- P ?S iC * Ho f* n " r » th8Se five used the memo in court and at the 
direction of an Attorney General. I think .American Kail applies. 

Hastily, 


cc?oat Susman 


Harold Weisfcerg 



